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JUVENILE COURT OVERVIEW 


The following report is the fifty-first in a series of juvenile court statistics and the eighteenth published 
under the direction of the Division of Youth Services (DYS) and the Department of Social Services 
Research and Evaluation Unit as mandated by Missouri Statute RSMo. section 219.016.(3). This 
report presents the summary statistics of Missouri's juvenile court system for calendar year 1995. 


The numbers represented in this report are not individual children, but separately disposed court 
referrals. A referral is defined as "any action involving a juvenile which results in a determination, 
finding, or outcome and a written record maintained in the juvenile's name." A disposed referral is one 
which has resulted in a "finding" or "outcome". Examples of findings and outcomes include: 


Court Adjudication Informal Adjustment 
Table 1. Transfer to other Court Rejection of Referral 
Annual Referrals Throughout this report, the term "referral" means "disposed referral". 
a5 is ; Z zone In calendar year 1995, 80,175 referrals were disposed by the 45 juvenile 
1992 73 ’ 449 court circuits in Missouri. This number marks a five percent increase 
1993 727 48 over five years since 1991, and a 3.5 percent increase over 1994. 
1994 77,460 
1995 80,175 Because of problems with individual identification systems for 


juveniles, the number of children represented by these referrals 
cannot be accurately reported. Missouri does not use a unique, individual identifier and, therefore, 
an exact statewide count of individual children is not available. 


Graph 1. Total Referrals by Race and Gender 
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Race and Gender Comparisons 


Graph 1 shows the gender and race breakdown of all referrals in 1995. Males made up the larger 
portion of each racial grouping, accounting for 68 percent of all referrals, while females made up 32 
percent. White youth comprised 66 percent of the referral population, while black youth comprised 31 
percent. Just under three percent of the referral population were other races. 
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Referral Types 


Referrals to Missouri's juvenile courts break down into four categories: 


Law Violations: Acts which would be a violation of the Missouri Criminal Code if 
they were committed by an adult. 


Status Violations: Acts which are violations only if committed by a juvenile. These 
include such activities as truancy and running away from home. 


Abuse, Neglect, Custody: Reports of Missouri children who were victims of abuse or neglect, 


(A/N/C) and children involved in custody disputes, transfers, or terminations 
of parental rights. 
Administrative: Reported referrals of violations of court orders. This category was 


changed in 1992, before which it tracked permanency planning reviews 
and other miscellaneous referrals such as probation violations. 


Table 2. Juvenile Court Referral Statistics: 1986-1995 


ABUSE, 
NEGLECT, ADMINIS- LAW STATUS 
CUSTODY TRATIVE VIOLATION OFFENSE TOTAL 


* The definitions for reporting in the Administrative category were changed in 1992. 
** The definitions for reporting in the Status Offense category changed in 1994 to include curfew violations. 


Table 2 shows the breakdown of all referrals into the four referral categories over the past ten years. 
Administrative referrals increased over 1994, while abuse, neglect and custody referrals dropped by 15 
percent. Law violation referrals, 44,048, comprised 53 percent of all referrals statewide in 1995, 
increasing seven percent from 1994. Status offenses increased to 23,411, a nine percent increase over 
1994. Some of the shift in law and status offense trends can be attributed to the change in reporting 
methodology; curfew violations are now included in the definition of status offenses and not in law 
violations. 
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Referral Trends 


Graph 2 illustrates the change in total referrals, by category, over the past ten years. While an increase 
has been the general trend for each, status violations show the most dramatic increase, partly due to 
reporting changes. From 1986 to 1995, law violation referrals increased 34 percent, while abuse, 
neglect and custody referrals increased seven percent. 


Graph 2. Ten Year Trend of Referrals 
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Table 3. Referral Source Referral Sources 


Law Enforcement 
Municipal Police 
County Sheriff 
Other Law Enforcement 
Highway Patrol 
Division of Family Services 
School 
Juvenile Court Personnel 


Referrals to the Missouri juvenile court system 
can come from many sources. In 1995, 69 
percent of all referrals were initiated by law 
enforcement. As in the past, more than half of 
the abuse, neglect and custody referrals were 
initiated by the Department of Social Services' 
Division of Family Services (DFS). Status 
offense referrals were more likely to be made 
Parent by schools or municipal police. The juvenile 
Other Juvenile Court courts and parents were also the initiators of 
Other Relative large numbers of referrals. Table 3 shows the 
Victim or Self Referral source of all referrals to the Missouri juvenile 
Social Agency - Private courts. 

Social Agency - Public 

Department of Mental Health 

Other 


Total 
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Most Common Major Allegations 


Graph 3. Most Common Major 
Allegation: Male 
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Graph 4. Most Common Major 
Allegation: Female 
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Graphs 3 and 4 illustrate the most common 
major allegations, by gender, for 1995 
referrals. Although status violation is the top 
category with the largest individual number 
of referrals, males are more likely to be 
referred for a law violation of any kind than 
any other referral. Stealing, property damage, 
and assault are in the top five reasons for 
referral. 


Females are most likely to be referred to the 
juvenile courts for a status violation. Abuse, 
neglect and custody referrals is the next major 
category. The number of female referrals for 
law violations of any kind is much lower both 
as a percentage of total female referrals and 
as compared to male referrals. 


* "All Others" includes other law violations not mentioned on this graph. 
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Disposition of Referrals 


After a youth has been referred to a juvenile court, a formal judgement or informal decision is made 
about how to handle that case. The possible determinations or outcomes fall into two categories: 
1.) those that are handled formally with a petition to the court, and 2.) those that are informally 


adjusted outside of the court. 


The formal dispositions that can occur are: 


True, Out-of-Home: The allegation is found to be true and the youth is placed out of his or her 


home. 


The placement may be with the Division of Youth Services, a 


foster home, a relative, or some other agency. 


True, In-Home: The allegation is found to be true and the youth receives services in his 
or her own home. 


True, No Services: The allegation is found to be true, but the youth receives no services. 
Not True: The allegation is found to be not true. 
Motion to Dismiss: The court sustains a motion to dismiss and the case is closed. 


Dismiss for Certification: |The court sustains a motion to dismiss and the case is transferred to an 
adult criminal court to be processed under the criminal code. 


The informal dispositions that can occur are: 


Adjust without Supervision: 


Adjust with Supervision: 


Adjust - No Action: 


Transfer to Other Juvenile Court: 


Transfer to Other Agency: 


Referral Rejected: 


No more than one face-to-face contact is made between court 
personnel and the juvenile. This usually results in the giving of 
advice, counsel or a verbal warning. 


Either a verbal or written agreement is made to put the juvenile 
under court supervision. This usually includes some sort of 


restitution or community service. 


No action is taken by the juvenile officer other than the collection 
of information. 


Jurisdiction over the juvenile is transferred to another juvenile 
court for disposition. 


The youth's case (records, files, etc.) is turned over to another 
agency for disposition. 


No reason is found to sustain the referral. 
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Disposition of Referrals (cont.) 


The dispositions of 1995 referrals to Missouri 
juvenile courts are shown in Graph 5. Over 
three-quarters (78 percent) of all referrals were 
disposed of informally. 


Graphs 6 and 7 show the outcomes of formally 
and informally disposed referrals. "W/O 
Supervision" was the finding for the largest 
number of referrals. 


Formal dispositions accounted for only 22 
percent of all referral outcomes, but some 
important results can be noted from them. 
While the percentage of all formal referrals 
remained about the same from 1994 to 1995, 
the category of "Certification" rose by 11 
percent. Also, referrals found true and placed 
out-of-home declined by seven percent. 


Graph 5. Disposition of Referrals 
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Graph 7. Outcomes of Informally 
Disposed Referrals 


Other Agency BM 3.505 
als Series NN 5.059 
No Action a 9.210 
W/ Supervision a °°: 
Rejected (IN 13,775 
supervision A 21.52" 


0 5,000 10,000 15,000 20,000 25,000 


Page 6 


MISSOURI JUVENILE COURT 
1995 ANNUAL REPORT 


Disposition of Referrals (cont.) 


A total of 6,246 referrals were placed out-of-home in 1995. Abuse, neglect and custody referrals made 
up 50 percent of all out-of-home placements. Law violation referrals accounted for 30 percent and 


status violation referrals made up 15 percent. 


Fourty-four percent of all out-of-home placements were made to DFS. Another 23 percent of these 
placements were made to DYS. Frequently, youths were placed with relatives, court residential care, 
or some other private agency. Graph 8 shows the distribution of placements out-of-home. 


In-home services were provided for 16,932 referrals in 1995. However, because more than one provider 
can be listed for each referral, there were 19,180 provider-referrals. In-home services can be ordered 
by the court or provided informally by court personnel. Eighty-seven percent of in-home service cases 
were supervised by juvenile court personnel. (Graph 9.) 


Graph 8. Out-of-Home Placements 


Graph 9. In-Home Service Providers 
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Certifications to Adult Court Table 4. Juveniles Certified to Adult 
Court - Age by Race 
In 1995, there were 339 relerrals WHITE BLACK OTHER’ TOTAL 
dismissed from the juvenile courts to 
Sag Age 14 3 11 0) 14 
allow certification to adult court. Table 4 
ig as Age 15 10 38 2 50 
shows the number of dismissed referrals 
Be iec aud ines Agel6 76 117 6 199 
; Age 17 55 40 1 96 
TOTAL 144 206 9 359 
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Pre-Hearing Placements 


At the time of a referral, a juvenile may be detained awaiting a determination. Two types of facilities 
are used for detention: secure and non-secure. During 1995, 12,036 referrals were detained prior to 
hearing. Males made up almost 70 percent of all placements, and males were more likely to be detained 
in a secure facility. A breakdown of all detainees by category and gender is provided in Table 5. 


Table 5. Pre-Hearing Placements by Referral Type and Gender 
SECURE NON-SECURE BOTH 

MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE 
LAW VIOLATION 4,660 733 321 91 97 32 
STATUS 679 358 300 387 12 13 
ABUSE, NEGLECT, CUSTODY 102 14 1,812 1,970 9 12 
ADMINISTRATIVE 275 67 69 22 1 0 
TOTAL 5,716 1,172 2,502 2,470 119 57 


There are several types of facilities in which non-secure placements may be held: Foster Home, Group 
Home, Group Foster Home, Institutions or Facility, Relative, and Other. In 1995, the largest portion of 
these were held in a foster home (55 percent). Detention with a relative was added as a new category 
on the 1992 juvenile information form. This category accounted for ten percent of non-secure placements 
in 1995. Graph 10 details the percentage of placements into the different categories. 


Graph 11 shows the operators of the non-secure facilities. The operators of a facility can be: DFS, the 
Department of Mental Health (DMH), Juvenile Court, Local Government, Private Agency, Relative, or 


Other. DFS was the operator of the facilities in 57 percent of the disposed referrals that had a non- 
secure placement. 


Graph 10. Non-Secure Placements: Graph 11. Non-Secure Placements: 
Type of Facility Operator of Facility 
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LAW VIOLATION REFERRALS 


Law violation referrals made up 53 percent of all referrals to the juvenile court system in 1995. Law 
violations represent a single delinquent act even though several offenses may have been committed at 
the same time by the child referred. The most serious violation that resulted in a final disposition is 
recorded as the major allegation for the referral. 


Law Violation Outcomes 


Graph 12 depicts the outcomes of all law referrals. Informal adjustment without supervision accounted 
for 27 percent of all outcomes. Informal adjustments accounted for 79 percent of law violation referrals. 


Graph 12. Outcomes of Law Violation Referrals 
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Table 6. Average Prior Law Allegations for Prior Violations 
Certain Offense Categories 


The average number of prior law 


Number Average Prior | violations per referral varies greatly 
of Cases Law Allegations | among various violations. Referrals 
HOMICIDE 66 5.52 for Homicide, Obstruct Judicial 
OBSTRUCT JUDICIAL PROCESS 261 5.49 Process, Flight/Escape and 
FLIGHT/ESCAPE 118 5.45 Gambling are shown to have some 
GAMBLING 19 4.74 of the highest incidences of prior 
ROBBERY 607 4.27 allegations. (Table 6.) 
OBSTRUCT POLICE 344 3.77 
FORGERY 155 3.40 
BURGLARY 2,208 3.30 
STOLEN PROPERTY 589 2.88 
WEAPONS 1,084 2.79 
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Age Distribution of Law Violators 


Over half (22,463) of all the law violation referrals in 1995 were 15 and 16 year old youths. This cohort 
was most likely to be referred for either stealing, property damage, or assault. This same pattern can be 


seen among each of the age groups. (Table 7.) 


Table 7. Law Violation Referrals per Allegation by Age 


AGE GROUP 


VIOLATION 13 


DRIVERS LICENSE/VEHICLES 
FAMILY OFFENSES 


OBSTRUCT JUDICIAL PROCESS 
OBSTRUCT POLICE 

OTHER NON-HAZ. 

PEACE DISTURBANCE 


PROSTITUTION 
REGISTRATION & OWNERSHIP 


STOLEN PROPERTY 

TRAFFIC SIGNS 

UNKNOWN 

WATERCRAFT REGULATIONS 
WEAPONS 


TOTAL 3,816 2,807 4,931 


7,613 10,235 12,228 2,295 123 44,048 
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Status Offense Outcomes 


More status offense referrals were handled informally than formally. Informal adjustment without 
supervision was the most frequent outcome, accounting for 34 percent of status offense referrals. The 
numbers of referrals that received "No Action" increased from 1994, while the number that were adjusted 
informally and transferred to another juvenile court decreased. Aside from these, the proportion of 
each of the outcomes remained about the same as in 1994. (Graph 13.) 


Graph 13. Outcomes of Status Offense Referrals 
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Status offenses are those offenses that are not considered violations if committed by adults. In 1995, 
status offenses accounted for 29 percent of all referrals. The category with the largest number of 
referrals was "Absent from Home" with 6,217. This was also the only category where the number of 
female referrals outnumbered male referrals. (Graph 14.) 


Graph 14. Status Offense Referrals by Gender 
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Status Offense Placements 


Pre-hearing placements for status referrals are somewhat rare. Only seven percent of 1995 status referrals 
were detained prior to hearing. Of those juveniles held, 1,037 were held in a secure facility (59 percent); 
687 were held in a non-secure facility (39 percent); 25 juveniles were held in both secure and non- 
secure facilities pending their hearing (one percent). Runaways were more likely than other status 
offenders to be held in a secure setting. (Table 8.) 


Table 8. Pre-Hearing Placements: Status Offense Referrals 


SECURE NON-SECURE BOTH 

MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE 
TRUANCY 161 29 19 22 1 2 
ABSENT FROM HOME 232 209 114 186 6 4 
BEYOND PARENTAL CONTROL 86 63 70 86 1 7 
BEHAVIOR INJURIOUS TO SELF 82 17 72 63 0 2 
CURFEW 83 23 8 3 1 0 
OTHER STATUS 35 17 17 27 1 0 
TOTAL 679 358 300 387 10 15 


Table 9, Out-of-Home Placements: In 1995, 938 juveniles who were referred for 
status offenses were placed out-of-home. Thirty 
Status Offense Referrals percent of those were put under DFS care; DYS 
accepted another 24 percent; 22 percent were 
ie : ; ; placed into juvenile court residential care, while 
COURT RES. CARE 310 13 percent were placed witha private agency. The 
rest were placed elsewhere, including with a 
PRIVATE AGENCY 121 : : 
relative, DMH, a public agency or court 
RELATIVE 37 : 
OTHER D7 probation. (Table 9.) 
SUPERVISION BY COURT 16 
PUBLIC AGENCY 14 
DMH 7 
TOTAL 938 
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ABUSE, NEGLECT AND CUSTODY REFERRALS 


The abuse, neglect and custody category encompasses a wide range of referral types. Children can be 
referred because of physical abuse, abandonment or because they are involved in a custody dispute. A 
breakdown of all the abuse, neglect and custody referrals is listed in Table10. 


Table 10. Referrals by Category 
ABUSE NEGLECT CUSTODY 
PHYSICAL 1,462 IMPROPER CARE 4,427 PROTECTIVE 1,174 
SEXUAL 935 OTHER 1,217 TERMINATION 676 
EMOTIONAL 124 EDUCATIONAL 556 RELIEF 373 
INCEST 142 ABANDONMENT 226 TRANSFER 265 
MEDICAVSURG. 149 ABDUCTION 17 


Abuse, Neglect and Custody Outcomes 


Abuse, neglect and custody referrals were most likely to be handled formally by the courts. "True, 
Out-of-Home" was the most reported outcome category. Graph 15 shows the distribution of outcomes. 


Graph 15. Outcomes of Abuse, Neglect and Custody Referrals 
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Table 11. Age Group of Victim Age Distribution of Abuse, Neglect 
and Custody Referrals 


ABUSE NEGLECT CUSTODY 


Younger children were more likely to be 


O - 3 YEARS 467 1,973 810 referred for neglect and custody cases. 
= - yan eae hes at Teenagers, ages 12 through 15, were most 
12 - 15 YEARS 323 1341 479 likely to be alleged abuse victims. (Table 
16 and OVER 199 406 236 11.) 
TOTAL 2,663 6,575 2,505 
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* 
Appendix A: Total Juvenile Court Referral Outcomes 
by Circuit and County 
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* Total = Law+Status+A/N/C+Administrative. Although it is included in this total, there is no separate appendix for the Administrative category. 


Page 16 MISSOURI JUVENILE COURT 
1995 ANNUAL REPORT 


Appendix A: Total Juvenile Court Referral Outcomes 
by Circuit and County 
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* Total = Law+Status+A/N/C+Administrative. Although it is included in this total, there is no separate appendix for the Administrative category. 


MISSOURI JUVENILE COURT Page 17 
1995 ANNUAL REPORT 


Appendix B: Law Violation Referral Outcomes 
by Circuit and County 


True/ Out-of-Home 
True/ In-Home 

True/ No Services 

Not True 

Dismiss 

Certification 

Adjust w/o Supervision 
Adjust w/ Supervision 
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Appendix B: Law Violation Referral Outcomes 
by Circuit and County 


True/ Out-of-Home 
True/ In-Home 

True/ No Services 
Not True 

Dismiss 

Certification 

Adjust w/o Supervision 
Adjust w/ Supervision 
Adjust No Action 
Transfer Other Court 
Rejected 


CIRCUIT COUNTY 
CAMDEN 
LACLEDE 
MILLER 3 
MONITEAU 5 
MORGAN 16 
BATES 
HENRY 
ST CLAIR 
BARTON 
CEDAR 
DADE 
VERNON 
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DALLAS 
HICKORY 
POLK 
WEBSTER 


BOLLINGER 
CAPE GIRARDEAU 810 
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TANEY 
39 BARRY 
LAWRENCE 
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CRAWFORD 
DENT 
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REYNOLDS 
WAYNE 
CALDWELL 
CLINTON 
DAVIESS 
DE KALB 
LIVINGSTON 
DOUGLAS 
OZARK 
WRIGHT 
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PIKE 
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Appendix C: Status Offense Referral Outcomes 


by Circuit and County 
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Appendix C: Status Offense Referral Outcomes 
by Circuit and County 
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Appendix D: Abuse, Neglect and Custody Referral Outcomes 
by Circuit and County 
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Appendix D: Abuse, Neglect and Custody Referral Outcomes 
by Circuit and County 
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Appendix E: Out-of-Home Placements 
by Circuit 


Court Private Public 
CIRCUIT Res. Care DMH DFS DYS Relative Res. Care Agency Other Total 
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Appendix F: In-Home Services 
by Circuit 


Supervision Private Public 
CIRCUIT by Court DMH DFS DYS Relative Res. Care Agency Other Total 


% number  % number  % number  % number  % number %| | 
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Appendix G: Referrals by Type 
by Circuit and County 
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Appendix G: Referrals by Type 
by Circuit and County 
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Appendix H: Number of Juveniles Certified to Adult Court 
by Circuit, Race and Gender * 


Because not all circuits and counties use unique individual identification numbers, and because two 
separate circuits might prosecute the same child using different IDs, a true statewide count of the 
number of children certified cannot accurately be found. The numbers on this table have been 
unduplicated to represent individual children within circuit. 


Other White Black 
Circuit Male Female Male Female Male Female Total 


(2) 
ooOo0o00 


—_ 
oOo-t-OOOlIDOOOHI9D DO COOIWDOOOO;HF ONO HI0 0 0CO CO O}O00 CO O;0 0 COCO O;foO000 0 
oohOOlIWOooo$+|o00000 


nw) 
ooo momnt.) 


oo 
OOOO O|jnooooo}f- $00 O10 000 0J/0 00 0 +$/0 0 0 0NI0O0 00 00/000 0/0 0000 


-O0WN—- 


ep epee 


OOOO H+INUa OR +10 O00 0 


ODOC O O}/0 $$ OMDWIW O00 


NODDADDADDADOAOIDDAOADOIDOONOODOODVOAOONIDVDAOAOOO|IOO0O+ 010 000 


ooo 


(jo) 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


“4 


aa on (oe) 
J tt et ed 


oj- OOOO 
—_ 
-OWONPD 


| 
| 


98 165 


* This table's totals have been unduplicated by youth within circuit, and therefore will not match the table on page 7 of 
this report. 
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MISSOURI'S 45 


JUVENILE DIVISIONS 


Atchison Nodaway Worth Harrison | Mercer Putnam Scotland | Clark 
Schuyler { 
t 3 
4 Gemiry Sullivan Adair Knox 
Holt Grundy Lewis 
Andrew Daviess 2 
5 De Kalb Linn Macon 
4 3 Shelby Marion 
Livingsto 9 
: Caldwell 4 1 
Clinton 
Buchanan Chariton 1 5. 
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Platte Carroll Pike 
Clay 
6 Y Ray 8 14 4 5 
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Johnson Pettis 18 13 8 Waiter St. pe 
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